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means random or regular; the pilot is quite discriminating about when he will abandon 



ERROR RATE INFORMATION IN ATTENTION ALLOCATION PILOT MODELS 
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Figure 1. Command Tracking Signal Generation 
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Figure 2. Configurations Simulated for Command Tracking Task 
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Configuration 


Model with Error Rate Terma 


Model without Error Rate Terms 
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Figure 5. Pilot Model Data for Command Tracking Task 


Configuration 


Model with Error Rate Terms 

_ „ _ ^ Mean Dwell 

Dwell Fractions , 
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Figure 6. Daell Fraction and Mean Dwell Time Data 
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zero with a standard deviation of one. However, this did nothing to standardize the 

r Figure 8. Agreement of Model and Flight 

frequency content of the command tracking signals, ending to the short length of each Simulation Tracking Scores 

run, the s|»ctral content of the command sequences varied widely from run to run. 




This is illustrated by Figure 9, which presents time histories of two command Comparison of the flight and pilot model simulations demonstrated the complete 

tracking sequences fr<Mn the simulation; each sequence represents tiurty seconds of model’s ability to predict the pilot's tracking statistiC'S, Just as it demonstrated that 

real time. It Is likely that this contributed to the variability in boU. pilot and model the Incomplete model was incapable of such performance. Analysis using the pilot 






